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Environment, Safety, 
DOE, RFFO 

944  F-09761 

and Health 

COMMENTS FROM COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH & ENVIRONMENT 
(CDPH&E) - TGH-388-94 

In informal comments dated September 6, 1994, on the Pond Water Management Interim 
Measures/lnterim Remedial Actions document, the CDPH& E made the following statement 

DOE's preference to intentionally route hazardous waste to the 
STP coupled with the limited NPDES analytical suite, render its direct 
discharge inappropriate at this time (silver discharge on 7/8/94 is a good 
example) 

We have attached a copy of this comment which we believe represents a serious allegation on the 
part of the State which needs to be quickly addressed We believe the suggestion that it is "DOE's 
preference" to route hazardous waste to the Rocky Flats Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) is entirely 
untrue It must be made clear to the State that EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc (EG&G) never has 
intentionally "routed hazardous waste" to the STP All non-process non-domestic waste streams 
discharged to the sanitary collectron system have been identified and included in a number of 
submittals to the Environmental Protection Agency also reviewed by the State None of these 
waste streams IS a hazardous waste Moreover, the July 8 tncident cited in the State's comments 
was an accidental release of approximately eight gallons of photographic solution to a floor drain, 
this was not intentional and the charactenzation of the solution as a "hazardous waste" is still in 
question EG&G stnctly controls discharges to the sanitary collectlon system sucn that no 
hazardous wastes are "intentionally routed" to the STP 

EG&G urges DOE, RFFO to insist that the State of Colorado remove this suggestion of improper 
conduct in their final comment Unless corrected, comments such as these will remain In the public 
record of this project and could negatively influence future negotiatlons relating to surface water 
management at this Site 
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Colorado Departtocat of PubLc Yulth and Envxonmcat 
Informal commeots 

DraA Chepter 5, Pond Wuer IMmw 

1) W c  have prenously expressed OUT rekc'ace to consider rfow-ehrougn es a viable short-term a l t e m v e  vfe 
antmue to feel that an uncoaoolIedlunaetected relcase gcttmg through the syst:m p r a a ~ s  an unaccepale risk, 

meas how smdl the probablkty of such a release We feel the only red short-term opbou ars those 
m u m  and improve rhc bakh isolasion system, nclu&ng 

. mpronng dam nntcgnty to enable rncreasd volume retention 
d e a u s m g  dschqc  q c l e  requrcmenrs by rnc4voraMg new yrrlyhcal cneJods with quicker 

J U S C l ~ S  and impromg where possible, r n a ~ u n u  draw down rates 
tucomoracng \bitter consumptne a d  racvclmg mevures to reduce the amount o€ influent atid store0 

rumaround nme~ 

wri~en LO the pond system, can be appiied to all SOUTCY ci'wattr mtenng the pond system 

S c v d  of thest can be nnplerneoced irnmcdiafciy end lnevansively 

D O E  krs not bv 
k coviaered only woen DOE IS left wth JO orher cho1c:s 

m u  exbustaa its ooclons to m a t u  and unprove n e  oatch p-ocess F l o ~ - > ~ o u g  wL! 

3) The clavlx IS E. good tuoueht, and we suoport a methoa h i  would allou an u o b i a s d  evalution o€ 
eltmmvcs If DOE choose to use this mamx, we r q u r e  a aeniled jusscuion of u'le r u g  ftctors issagrsa 
to ce:a critena I' ~ 3 c y m ~  thou@, U the C V ~ U Z L I O X I  C Z I ~ C ~ B  u e  weight- P such a \>.q zs to %voi &e OOH- 
t!xou& altcrnanvcs Only mntenn 1 and 6 suppon batch-, with cntenr 2, 3, 4, end 5 clearly sup~ornnq  OH- 
Zuough Sunpic algcb-a shows whicn way *IS is headed Ftc  would argue thaf echitvmg the Semen; 4 
d a r d s  tssurcs procecaon o f  functional ecologies (and that Segment 4 staaazds shodd have a much hrgba 
weightug factor), and ChzC Cntena 4 and S are tdcnhd. We reServe he fight to iejcc; zn alteracave c n o e n  on 
the basis of an evaluation mechansm that IS prcdsposihoaea 

3) Any hciLty that mznages RCRA harardous waste will be reqdmd to mect tbc substaxwe rquvements of 
R C U ,  mclu&ng (but not llmtted to) secondsry coakucuurr 

4 
I 

4) The costs associated with lre'carmcnt and moutonng upgrades will fir ex& tmplemmkCion of meaSllics 
lured m comment n m b u  1 We encourage DOE to p m u e  smple, non-crpitai mtcasrvr altsnatives 

5) Who requires a formal biological aWSment of the selcc.ed alternauve? what ecosyntrn is bcmg pmtaud7  
Has DOE considered that the currcnL batchtng wnfiyranon is more llke the. ambient condiaoos in enstcace 
before DOE was ever there (mcerr;unent flow)? It will k btlicult to prove a conanuorrs flow system 1s btncr 
for huncuonal ecologia whea such anditloas have never occurred therc 

6) All oE-spac warm, be they spilk or Stom water, should go to the tankage as the firsr choiu Coo-dmanoa 
with the Industrial Are3 IMllRA will be necessary on this pomr 

Scptanocr 6, 1994 


